has been rendered invalid for the eating of food in the status 
of heave offering.” 


[Q] Now is this not an explicit statement of the Mishnah: That 
which is in the third remove functions as does that 
which is unclean in the second remove so far as Holy 
Things are concerned [M. Toh. 2:2]? 


[R] The Mishnah speaks of Most Holy Things of the sanctuary. 
The passage proposes to tell you a further new point: And 
it is forbidden in the case of unconsecrated food which 
is prepared in accord with the rules governing Most 
Holy Things [M. Toh. 2:2]. 2:2]. 


[S] Said R. Bun bar Hiyya before R. Zeira, “The Mishnah has 
made that same point: Loaves of Holy Things [touching 
one another] in the hollows [79b] of which is water 
preserved in cleanness fitting for Holy Things [if one of 
them was made unclean by a creeping thing, they all are 
unclean] [M. Toh. I:9A-B]. 


[T] Zs it so bad in your view that it comes to tell you, “Treat the 
liquid of his mouth as the liquid of Most Holy Things”? 


[U] Said R. Zeira, “Just as you have said there, “Treat one 
who is clean for the purposes of preparing the 
purification-water as if he is equivalent to purification- 
water and purification-ash,’ so here, treat the liquid of 
his mouth as the liquid of Most Holy Things.” 


[V] R. Zeira, R. Yosé, R. Yohanan, R. Yannai, and they do 
not know whether, further, the tradition comes in the 
name of R. Mattenaiah: “From that very passage from 
which you derive support, you derive disproof of your 
view. 


[W] “From that passage derives support: That which is 
unclean in the third remove is unclean in the second 
remove so far as Holy Things are concerned, but is 
not unclean in the second remove so far as heave 
offering is concerned in the case of unconsecrated 
food that is prepared in conditions of cleanness 
appropriate to heave offering [M. Toh. 2:2B-D]. 


[X] “But if it was prepared under conditions of cleanness 
required for Most Holy Things, his body is deemed to 


